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CENTRAL FEDERAL LANDS HIGHWAY DIVISION

Name Responsibilities Education Experience
Mark Taylor Project Development B.S., Civil Engineering 27 years
Bert McCauley, P.E. Project Manager B.S., Civil Engineering 25 years
Richard Cushing, P.E.  Environmental coordination B.S., Civil Engineering 19 years
Jennifer Corwin Environmental coordination B.A., Anthropology/Asian Studies 10 years
Gary Strike, P.E. Engineering B.S., Civil Engineering 8 years
ERO RESOURCES CORP.
Name Responsibilities Education Experience
Richard Trenholme Project Manager B.S., Agronomy 23 years
Aleta Powers Assistant Project Manager B.A., Geography/Sociology 8 years
Liz Payson Wetlands M.S., Biological Sciences 6 years
Steve Dougherty Wetlands B.A., Biology 26 years
Mark DeHaven Wildlife, Vegetation, Sails, B.A., Business 22 years
Geology and Paleontology M.S., Natural Resources
Barbara Galloway Water Resources and Aquatic  B.A., Environmental Conservationand 18 years
Life Biology
M.S., Water Resources
Scott Babcock Land Use, Recreation, B.A., Biology, Environmental 4 years

Socioeconomics
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ERO RESOURCES CORP.

Chapter 8. Preparers

Name Responsibilities Education Experience
Anjie Saunders Land Use, Recreation, B.A., Economics, Environmental 11 years
Socioeconomics Conservation

MEM, Environmental Policy and
Management

Sabine Mellmann- Sensitive plant species M.S., Geography/L andscape Ecology 9 years

Brown

Mark Holdeman Visual resources BLA 19 years

Janelle Luppen GIS B.A., Land Use 5 years
(GIS emphasis)

Sadie Russo GIS B.A., Natural Resource Management 5years

Denise Ernst GIS B.A., Biology 3years
M.S., Environmental Conservation

Mark Bina Graphics B.S, Art 20 years

Martha Clark Technical editor; document B.A., English 15 years

production

TonyaBartels Technical editor B.S., Chemistry 11 years
M.S., Chemistry

ROCKY MOUNTAIN CONSULTANTS, INC.

Name Responsibilities Education Experience

Marilyn Martorano Traditional cultural properties  B.S., Anthropology 27 years
M.A., Anthropology

DaveKillam Cultural resources B.A., Land Use Planning 25 years
(in progress)

WASHINGTON INFRASTRUCTURE GROUP, INC.

Name Responsibilities Education Experience

Jay Brasher. P.E. Engineering B.S., Civil Engineering 14 Years

Jason Stephen Engineering M.S,, Civil Engineering 3Years

Marcia Walker GIS B.S., Geophysics 5Years
M. Eng., GIS
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